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and in another of even greater importance called the
Cossijurah Cause which was tried in 1779-1780. The
Patna Cause was supposed, not I think correctly, to have
determined in substance that the provincial councils,
wl^Lch at that time acted as Courts of Justice, had no legal
authority or indeed existence. The Cossijurah Cause
seems to have been considered to involve the consequence
that the Court claimed to extend its jurisdiction over all the
landholders of Bengal. In this case the Council opposed
the execution of the process of the Court by military
force, and substantially confined its jurisdiction by the
same means within the town of Calcutta. It was out
of this transaction that the charge brought against
Hastings and Impey, of giving and receiving a bribe,
was said to arise. It was said that Impey was made
Judge of the Sudder Diwani Adalat, or Civil Court of
Appeal for the district Civil Courts, with a large salary,
substantially in consideration of his giving up the
claims of the Supreme Court to jurisdiction over the
zemindars.

About the same time the Europeans in Calcutta made
grievous complaints of the Supreme Court. Under the
Charter it tried civil cases without a jury. Against this
they petitioned, and also set forth other acts of the Court
which they regarded as objectionable. The petition
resulting from this agitation was known as 1TouchetJs
petition, from the name of one of the agents for the
petitioners, and their report and its appendices are the
principal authorities on the quarrel between the Court
and the Council. The report was published in 1781.

About the same time was appointed the Committee on
the Administration of Justice in India, of which Burke was

1 It is remarkable that lie was one of the juryjwlio tried Nuncomar,